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Vit, Wendy[wendy.vit@dnr.mo.gov] 
Hawkins, Andy 
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RE: questions on submittal 

From: Vit, Wendy [mailto:wendy.vit@dnr.mo.gov] 
Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 12:37 PM 
To: Hawkins, Andy 
Subject: RE: questions on submittal 

From: Hawkins, Andy ~====~~==="'j 
Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 10:24 AM 
To: Vit, Wendy; Wilbur, Emily 
Cc: Keas, Ashley 
Subject: RE: questions on submittal 
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From: Vit, Wendy l~~'~'~=~,==~'-'-==~J 
Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 7:57AM 
To: Hawkins, Andy; Wilbur, Emily 
Subject: RE: questions on submittal 

From: Hawkins, Andy '"'-===='-'-==~===::.J 
Sent: Friday, August 07, 2015 7:28AM 
To: Wilbur, Emily 
Cc: Vit, Wendy 
Subject: questions on submittal 
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Emily or Wendy, 

I have a couple questions on the historic monitoring portion of the S02 boundary 
recommendations for Labadie. First, were the monitors sited at the Augusta locations 
specifically for Labadie impacts or were there other sources of S02 in that monitoring area at 
that time that are no longer there? Second question assumes Labadie was the only source of 
interest and was the source impacting the monitors. So second question, was any additional 
analysis done on what Labadie stack(s) were impacting these monitors at that time? I ask the 
second question because I'm curious ifMDNR believes one of the shorter stacks (so maybe an 
emergency generator) could have caused the higher readings, or do you believe the impacts seen 
at the monitors are all from the emissions occurring at the tall stacks (i.e. Units 1-4)? 

Thanks, 
Andy 
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